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Prashad, Baini—Qanun-i-Humayunl and (Humayun. BPP.
LX, pp. 44-48.	[278
Gives a brief outline Of some of the observances* rules and ordinances
of Humayun as detailed in Humayun Nama or Qanun-i-Humayuni of
Kawandamlr.
Rahman, Ataur.—Aurangzeb and" his Policy. JAHRI. I,
Pt. 1, pp. 102-120,	"[279
It has generally been said by historians that the Rajput'policies of
Akbar and Aurangzeb were quite opposite; the one built up an empire
and the other lost it. The writer shows that this theory is not only
wanting in reason but also in facts.
Roychaudhuri. Makhanlal,—Din-Hlahi, or the Religion of
Akbar. Foreword by Sachchidananda Sinha. 8H"X5",
pp. xviii + 337. University of Calcutta, 1941.	[280
"After having surveyed the historical and cultural back-ground of
Akbar's period, the author describes at length the various forces that
were at work at that time. He then deals with the various religious
communities, who, as important factors at the Court of Akbar, contri-
buted their respective shares to the evolution of the Din-i~Ilahi,—the
Sunnis, the Shias, the Hindus, the Jains, the Sikhs, the Buddhists, the
Parsis, the Jews and last but not the least, the Christians. The author
accurately summaries the result of the impact of these various communi-
ties at the Court of Akbar and the resultant trend thereof which ulti-
mately culminated in the establishment of the Din-i-Ilahi," Foreword.
'• A clear, exhaustive and thought-provoking account of one important
aspect of Akbar's career, viz., his religious views and policy. The author
has made a thorough study of contemporary Persian and Portuguese
materials* He has successfully exposed the orthodoxy of Badauni and
his perverted jealousy of Faizi and Abul Fazl". A. C. Banerjee, in IHQ.
xvn, pp. 525-526,
Saran, P.,—The Provincial Government of the Mughais
(1526-1658), 8"x.6", pp. xxvi + 483. Kitabistan, Lahore,
1941.	[281
c* The most refreshing part of the book is the criticism of the mis-
handling of Mughal institutions by certain writers, and most of this is
thoroughly convincing to the reader. Thus when Moreland takes Sir
Thomas Roe's list, of the administrative divisions of the Empire under
Jehangir a little too seriously, Dr. Saran goes into much detail, and after
having delved into authorities, both Indian and European, comes to the
conclusion that Roe, in order to make it appear in keeping with his
dignity and influence at Court, gave a list prepared at random from
memory the importance of a document emanating from no less a source
than the ' King's Register' itself.
Dr. Saran's criticism is always very convincing and dignified, even
though the party criticised may have a name with certain amount of
authority attached to it, Thus while describing the judicial system of
the Mughal Empire in all its aspects, Dr. Saran almost tears to shreds
the theory propounded by Sir Jadunath Sarkar in his Mughal Administra-
tion". IsC. XV, p$* 393-394*

